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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

OBJECTIVES

The objective of this project was to find a solution to the hollow core cable breakage prob-
lem in the VLF Cutler topload. A field survey was conducted. Some candidate solutions were
developed and costed out. Drawings and specifications were prepared for two of these options.

RESULTS

The findings of the field survey were the following: (I) The 225-ft sections of hollow core
have never been observed to break; only the 775-ft sections have broken. (2) Severe icing condi-
tions often exist at Cutler during winter, and deicing is necessary for the topload conductors. The
support catenary does not deice, and short sections of conductor cable could be attached to it that
would not deice. (3) No spare Calsun brobz@ hollow core cable was on site. The spare cable
on site is not suitable as a topload conductor because it does not have enough resistance to deice
properly. (4) The panel hoist winches are already at maximum load, and increasing the total
weight in the topload panels is not practical.

Maintaining the existing operational capability to operate at full power down to 14 kHz is
desirable in order to provide contingency long-range coverage when using the planned split-
array mode. One operational area that could be reached in this way is the Arabian Sea. Surface
electric field calculations indicate that a 1.5-inch-diameter cable is necessary to eliminate corona
formation at the lower frequencies. This eliminates the option of repairing the hollow core cable
by replacing the end fittings and making up the lost length by extension of the Il-inch-diameter
Calsun bronze.

CONCLUSIONS

Four options are presented that retain full existing operational capability, and replace or
repair only the 775-ft hollow core sections. Option 2 is the recommended long-term solution
with option 4 recommended for short-term, or emergency repairs if necessary. Options 1 and 3
are included as contingencies.

(1) Replace the 775-ft sections of hollow core with a specially made 1.47-inch-diameter
cable having a stainless steel core and copper alloy exterior. This will add 7750 Ibs to the outer
portion of the topload and requires a commensurate reduction in insulator weight. The amount of
weight reduction required cannot be achieved by removing insulators from the existing strings of
Lapp insulators without reducing the withstand voltage below acceptable limits. Thus, this
option requires replacing the Lapp insulators with new Racal-Decca safety core insulators. The
cost of this option is $2.2M for the new cables installed, with another $0.75M for the new
insulators.

(2) Cut and replace the end fittings on the hollow core, retaining a 250-ft section while
replacing the remaining 550 ft with a specially made 1.3-inch-diameter cable having a stainless
steel core and copper alloy exterior. The cost of the cable alone for this option is estimated to



be $1.43M ($0.75M less than option 1). This option adds less weight to the topload so compen-
sating weight reduction can be accomplished by removal of a few Lapp insulators; thus, saving
the cost of new insulators (an additional $0.75M). The only drawback is the lack of experience
in the manufacture of composite cables and some uncertainty as to the breaking strength of this
cable. This is not a serious drawback as the breaking strength will likely be acceptable for the
Cutler application.

(3) Cut and replace the end fittings on the hollow core sections, while retaining as much
cable as possible. The total length cut out by this and the previous repair would be approximate-
ly 16 ft, which would be made up with 1.5-inch copperweld cable (nondeicing) located at the
support catenary end. This solution is less expensive (estimated at $500k) and extends the hol-
low core life about 10 years, at which time the same repair could be repeated by using a longer
(25-ft) section of copperweld.

(4) Repair the existing hollow core by cutting and replacing the end fittings only on severely
damaged sections. Replace the missing 16 ft of hollow core with 1.01-inch copperweld having a
1-inch copper jumper in parallel (hondeicing) as a 2-wire cage with cable separation of 4 inches,
center to center. VLF Jim Creek has copperweld cable available and can produce the sections.
The major cost is installation, which could be done by Cutler personnel.

Drawings have been prepared by LANTNAVFACENGCOM for options 3 and 4, which are
included as appendix E. Originally, option 3 was to be the interim or emergency fix. However,
option 4, which was developed after preparation of the option 3 drawings, is the simplest and
least expensive and, therefore, became the recommended option for interim or emergency
repairs.

RECOMMENDATIONS

(D The above options range from a permanent, but expensive, 100% replacement program to
an inexpensive interim repair for individual cables as needed. Since the extent of the problem
cannot be known until the internal condition of the cables is determined, it is recommended that
the Navy x-ray all 192 hollow core connections before deciding which option to pursue.

(2) Jim Creek personnel should prepare some 1.01-inch-diameter copperweld sections
according to the drawings provided and ship them to Cutler to have available as an interim or
emergency fix (option 4) should the x-ray program indicate that any hollow core cables have
six or more broken wires. Also, procure the special clamps required to maintain the 4-inch
center-to-center spacing between the copperweld cable and the 1-inch copper jumper.

(3) A firm price should be obtained from vendors for the recommended 1.3-inch-diameter
cables, and plans and costs developed for the installation of option 2 as the permanent fix.

(4) No spare cable exists on site for either the I-inch-diameter Calsun bronze or the 1.5-inch
hollow core conductor cables used in the Cutler antenna topload. No vendor can supply either of
these cables off-the-shelf. We did, however, find an off-the-shelf alumoweld cable, 1.01 inches
in diameter, that could be used as a direct replacement for the Calsun bronze. If the alumoweld
cable is installed as a partial replacement, and is in contact with copper alloy cables, suitable
bimetallic fittings will be needed to reduce electrolytic corrosion.
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INTRODUCTION

An approach to the problem of calculating the pressure field scattered by a structure
immersed in a nonuniform fluid environment has been reported in McDaid et al. (1992). The
method is based on the Helmholtz integral equation formulation of fluid loading in a stratified
medium and on a finite element formulation of the dynamics of the structure.

A set of Helmholtz Integral Equations has been derived which have as kernels the Green’s
function (and its gradient) for a refractive environment with boundaries. The relevant equations
are reproduced below. A detailed derivation of the equations has been relegated to the appendix
to preserve the continuity of the main body of the report.

First, there is the Surface Integral Equation relating the distribution of pressures and veloci-
ties on the wetted surface of the target, which have been induced by the incident (ensonifying)
pressure generated by a distant point source of sound:

surface incident
pressure pressure
1 — - — —
5 P(Rss}'RSp) = G(RSP|RSQ) + (1)
/5 [P(Bsn|Rsp) Vi, Gs(RaRsg) — Gs(Bon|Ryy) Vi, P(Ro|Rap)] - isndS
<h e e’
surface surface surface surface
pressure Green’s fcn Green’s fcn pressure

whereﬁsp and ﬁsg are the positions of the locations of the ensonifying source point, the field
point on the target at which pressures are to be calculated and an integration point (dummy vari-
able) on the target surface. The quantiyis the unit outward normal vector to the wetted sur-

face of the target.

The foregoing equation (1) employs an approximation that reduces the computational bur-
den, viz., that the kernel of the integral equation is an approximate propagation Green'’s function,
Gs, rather than the required refractive Green’s fundBoimhe reason for using this approxima-
tion is that a tractable implementation of an algorithm for a normal mode representation of the
Green’s function in the near field is currently not available. McDaid et al. (1992) detailed the
results of a study in which the free-space Green’s funGipmwas used fo6s. The justification
of the use of the free-field approximation is that the distances separating pairs of points on the
surface are small compared to the distances over which significant refractive effects due to a
variable sound speed will occur; and the interpoint distances are small in comparison to the dis-
tance to the surface and hence to target “image” points. This latter assumption requires that only
those configurations be investigated for which the target is not “near” the boundaries of the
medium.



MULTIPLE SCATTERING

The most important of the effects that were ignored by McDaid et al. (1992) was multiple
scattering. This phenomenon will be strongest when the target is very near one of the boundaries
of the fluid. In the present study, a Neumann series representation of the Green’s functions
appearing in the Surface Integral Equation (1) is used to approximately account for multiple
scattering from the pressure release upper surface and from the lower boundary. The series can
be used to generate a sequence of successively more accurate approximations to the true solu-
tion. The sequence of approximate solutions is developed in the following analysis.

The equation for the Green’s function can be rewritten in the form

G(Eobs|ésp) = GO(EObslfésp)_{'
/ [Go(EUPPER}ésp)VRUPPEHG(EObsIEUPPER)] - pdS
SuPPER

+ [Go(éLOWEMﬁsp)VRLome(éobsléLOWER) +

SLOWER

G(éobs‘R’LOWER)VRLOWERGO(EIJOWER'ésp)] -1 pdS
— [ 1) = K)Gol Ry 1By G Byl o) aV

whereR,,¢is substituted for the teriRsg
The foregoing equation for the Green’s function can be written in the form
G =Go+ L{Gy; G},
where the operatof (bilinear inGg andG) represents the residual effect of boundary scatter-
ing and refraction.

The foregoing equation for the Green’s function can be written in the form of solving the
foregoing fixed-point problem. Under certain circumstances (i.e., when the right-hand side is a
contraction mapping and a starting point can be found in the domain of attration), the problem
can be solved by the method of Picard iteration; hence, one generates a sequence of approxima-
tions, Gy}, to the functiorG with the hope that the sequence converges to the desired function.
Specifically, one starts witBp and one constructs the sequence

(;Kﬂ = (;0
Gu = Go—L{GyGp}
G[z‘ = Go—ﬁ{Go; Gm}

Gui) = Go—L{Go;Gpy} .

This sequence of approximations to the Green'’s function will, under certain circumstances
(unknown at this point), converge. In this context, the baseline approach to be used in the current



study can be thought of as the O-th order approximation, i.e., the approxi@gjisused in

the kernel of equation (1). While the higher order approximations have not been used directly in
this study, the value of this formulation is that it provides a constructive approach for calculating
each term of the sequence. In addition, this formulation of the problem provides an analytical
framework for the expressions used to generate estimates of multiple scattering effects.

A variant of the lowest order approximation, which is of particular interest in the case of a
duct with a hard bottom, is

Gs = G)(Robs| Rsp) = Go+ Goy — Go_. (2)

This approximation will capture the dominant multiple scattering effects for a target near the
pressure release upper boundary. The @&gnis the first image with respect to the bottom, and

Go_ is the first (out of phase) image with respect to the top. This expression represents a special
subsequence, which has been summed in the Neumann series. The refractive terms and the more
distant images (an infinite number exist) have been ignored.

In addition to the equation for fluid loading, an equation relating the surface pressures and
velocities of the target (possibly elastic) is needed. Although a shell approximation for the linear
elastic equations describing the target has been implemented, only rigid targets are used in the
present study. The relevant equations have been described by Schenck and Benthien (1989) and
are not reproduced here. Instead, this result is simply expressed as the following operator rela-
tionship between the functions describing the pressure and velocity:

Vp - fign = F(p) on S,

whereSis the wetted surface of the target. The foregoing equations are solved simultaneously to
determine the distribution of velocities and pressures on the surface. In the present instance, the
equations reduce to the condition that the velocities normal to the target are zero.

Once the distributions of surface pressures and velocities have been calculated, the scattered
field is computed using the following equation

complete source
pressure field
field contribution

P(ﬁobS‘ESP) - G(P’:obsiész)) +

refractive refractive
surface Green’s Green’s surface
pressure function function pressure

e i — —
[ PRl Re) Vit G Bosal o) = G Bl ) Vi PR\ o) - undS

sh

target field contribution

Whereﬁobsis the location in the field at which the pressure is to be calculated.



The propagation Green’s function is given a “normal mode” representation as

e o)

G(rs,zf|rs, zs) = iZCjH(()?) (7'\/% — /\j> ¢;(zf)0i(zs) , (3)

where (s, Z) and (5, z) are the cylindrical coordinates (range and depth) of the source point and
field point, respectively, of the Green'’s function.

This equation (3) is substituted into the equations for the scattered field and modal scattering
amplitudes are computed. The complete scattered field for a target can be computed as a
weighted sum of modes. In those cases for which the Green'’s function cannot be represented as
the sum of residues at simple poles, but rather includes contributions from branch points, the
branch line integral is ignored. In all cases, the field at the observation point can hence be writ-
ten as

P(Rops| Rop) = G(Fops| Rop)+

Z Zobs (éobsa ésp) - Bj(éob.s’ fésp)] )

»b l

where (s, z) and (;, z) are the cylindrical coordinates (range and depth) of the source point and
field point, respectively, of the Green’s function.

Bj(éobm ésp) - p H(()Q) (T'Obs—sh\/ kg - )\]> ¢j(2’sh.)6p(rsh7 Zsh TSP,ZSP) : T_’:shdS ;

and where

P(R | B, 1T (robs_sm/kg - Aj) & (za)0sdS |

The expression,,_is the radial component of,._, and thea’s are given in terms of the
horizontalradial unit vector, the vertical depth unit vector, and the target’s outward surface nor-
mal unit vector as

Aj(éobsa RSP) = L P(é-ﬁlu—z’sl)) k% - )‘]H(/)(Q) ( Tobs—sh\/ lv ) ¢](zsh)ardq -+
sh
fi,

Qp = € - Ngp

and where

—

Ay = €; " Nsh.

The interpretation given to the above equation is that the pressure field at thﬁoggtmn-
sists of the arrival fiel@, which has not been scattered by the target, and of an arrival scattered
by the target, and is represented by the linear combinations of theBeant .



APPARENT TARGET STRENGTH

Knowledge of the scattered field, the source strength, the transmission loss from the source
to the phase center of the target, and the transmission loss from the phase center of the target to
the receiver location is sufficient to calculate an “apparent target strength” using the sonar equa-
tion. The qualifier “apparent” is used to indicate that this calculated quantity will be different
from the comparable quantity in a free-field environment. This quantity will, in fact, depend
upon the specific locations of the source, the target, and the observer. This inability to treat the
target and the environment separately is taken to be a violation of a fundamental premise of the
sonar equation. The formula used in the calculations is

I ttered @1 t g
TSAPPARFNT — 1010“( scattere meter from target
Y (o]
]incident @target

]sca‘tlered Qrecetver -
= 10log ( — (T'Lsrc 1o Tor + TLrar 10 REVR)

incident @1 meter from source

where

Iscattered@receiver
T'L1cT 0 Revr = 10log ( ,

Iscattered@lmeterfromtarget

and where

Iinci en arge
TLsre o Tor = 101log ( dent@target ) '

]incident@lmeterfromsource



INTERMODAL SCATTERING STRENGTH

A useful way to look at the problem of the interaction of a target with its environment is as a
transition operator between the complex amplitudes of the ensonifying and scattered modes of
the duct. This is a more detailed description of the scattering process than is the “apparent target
strength,” and it allows for a deeper understanding of the phenomenon. In particular, this for-
mulation of the problem reveals a hidden, approximate relationship between the free-field bis-
tatic target strength and the intermodal transition operator.

Equation (1) can be rewritten symbolically as
P(Rog|Ryp) = Lors 0 Gyl Fyy) -

Then, the surface pressure can be rewritten in the form

- - 7; > 2 —i r . / — —_T —
'P(RsrflezJ) - Z ; Cj 2 € (o ine/Ka=2, /4)¢j(ZSP)Dj(TSTf) ) (4)
j=1 TTo inc kO - /\j
where
5 — Fsrf‘r'() inc 2_
[)](Tsrf) = Lsrf {6 ( T0 ine \/ko /\J)(bj(zsrf)} s (5)
and where the far-field (Fraunhofer zone beyond the Fresnel zone) approximation
Tsrf—sp = T0 inc + TST];. 10 inc (6)
]7“0 incl

has been applied.
Similar approximations made in the case of the scattered field yield the following representa-
tion:

P(RObSIRSP) - G(ﬁm7b.slésp)+

P . o0 0o ) .

TeeTy TS - e=(ro v/ =3)) 2 =70 inen/ R h0)
TT0 obsy/ ki Aj

44 7j=11=1

Cjcléj(zobs)(zsl(zsp)gf)j(thase center)¢l(zphase center)b'jl 3
(7)
Sjl - [Ejl(go ines é,0 obs) - Fil(go incH é‘0 obs)]/kbj(z'phase center)d)l(zphase center)] 5

Ejl((?(l incvgo obs) -

. _1( ?51;:‘/'7'.0 obs ké—/\]] . 7/
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and where

sz(go incs é’0 obs) =

o Fs'r“f‘FO obs /kg_/\ N . .
/5 e l( 70 obs 0 J)(]Sj(zsh)VDg(T”f) . nshdS .
v Osh

The quantity§; is the (linear, rather than logarithmic) analogue of the free-field target
strength, and is called here the “intermodal scattering strength.” It is the extent to which this
guantity is not a constant function of its indices that determines the seriousness of the violations
of the sonar equation, since the sonar equation would require that these terms factor completely
out of the double sum. The intermodal scattering strength will also be a symmetric function of
its indices by virtue of acoustic reciprocity (the symmetry of the Green’s function). Finally, it
should be noted that the intermodal scattering strength is a functiontafgbephysicsthetar-
get depth(generally) and thpropagation modes of the environmeénthile the intermodal scat-
tering strength matrix need not neglect the Fresnel terms (i.e., use the approximations in equa-
tion (6)) in the ranges between the target and its source and observer points, the resulting
factorization yields a form for equation (7) that is computationally efficient. Specifically, the
expensive part of the computations (i%), need only be done once for each incident target
aspect and observation angle. The double sum then can be inexpensively computed for any com-
bination of source and observer range and depth.



CALCULATED RESULTS

The case studies of a rigid sphere and an elongated rigid body in simple ducts were chosen to
demonstrate the model. While elastic shells are easily treated with this methodology, elasticity
adds nothing to the understanding of the issues being addressed in the present report. Two envi-
ronments were investigated. The elongated rigid body consisted of a right-circular cylinder, with
a length-to-diameter ratio of 6.3, which is terminated on each end by a hemisphere. The overall
length-to-diameter ratio of the body is thus 7.3. The first environment to be investigated was a
channel with a uniform sound speed, a uniform depth, and a hard bottom. The second environ-
ment was a channel with a deep sound speed axis that gave rise to convergence zones. The sound
speed profile chosen was that corresponding to the Monk canonical sound channel (Monk,

1974).

The first target/environment configuration to be considered was the rigid sphere in the uni-
form duct. The center of the sphere was on the depth centerline of the duct at a distanca of 1000
from the source ankia = 1. First, the scattered field is calculated along a locus of depths from
the surface to the channel bottom and lying at the same range as the source (i.e., along a vertical
line containing the source point as detailed in figure 1). It is instructive to compare the apparent
target strength calculated from the scattered field from the rigid sphere in an unbounded, uni-
form environment with that for the sphere in a bounded, uniform channel (figure 2) and also
with that in the convergence zone (figure 3). Clearly, the effect of the environmental coupling is
stronger for the case of the shallow environment with a hard bottom than for the convergence
zone. This effect is believed to be a consequence of the different ranged of modal phase veloci-
ties (and, hence, effective incident angles) for the two environments. Specifically, in the case of
the convergence zone, the phase velocities associated with the modes carrying most of the
energy into and away from the target correspond to angles withidegree of horizontal. In
the case of the shallow duct, on the other hand, the modal phase velocities correspond to much
greater angles. It is this essentially bistatic scattering phenomenon that gives rise to the large dif-
ferences between the apparent target strength in the shallow duct and the free-field target
strength.

As a further example, the apparent target strength of the elongated body in the shallow duct
Is shown in figure 5 for the caka = 1. The target sits at end incidence to the direction of enso-
nification and observation. It is noteworthy that the apparent target strength of the elongated
object shows even stronger excursions from the predictions of the sonar equation than does the
sphere.

Examples of the importance of multiple scattering is shown in figures 5 through 8. In fig-
ures 5 and 6, the apparent target strength is shown for the case of the sphere located at distances
of 7a and & from the surface, respectively. The effect of multiple scattering was determined to
be negligible at the center, but more significant for the target near the surface. Corresponding
apparent target strengths are shown in figures 7 and 8 for the target near the rigid bottom.

The effects of neglecting the Fresnel terms implicit in the use of the approximation of equa-
tion (6) are shown in figure 9. The case of the elongated body oriented at beam aspect to the
source/receiver axis is treated. A comparison of the complete solution with the approximate
solution indicates that the effect of being in the Fresnel zone is a second-order effect, but is
clearly detectable at moderate ranges.



CONCLUSIONS

Numerical confirmation has been obtained of the significant violations of the sonar equation
which can occur in dispersive environments. This problem is shown to be more serious for a
shallow water duct having a hard bottom than for a convergence zone environment. A simple
interpretation of this phenomenon is that the great range model phase velocities in a shallow duct
gives rise to stronger equivalent bistatic effects.

Multiple scattering effects have been shown to be observable for a target near the surface of
the duct. They were not significant near the center of the duct under study.

The effects of neglecting Fresnel terms, which makes the problem particularly efficient to
solve, are not entirely negligible at useful ranges.
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Figure 2. Apparent target strength of hard sphere in uniform duct with hard bottom.
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Figure 3. Apparent target strength of hard sphere in convergence zone.
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Figure 4. Apparent target strength of rigid cylinder in duct. End Aspect.
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Figure 5. Multiple scattering effects on apparent target strength of rigid sphere
near surface. Target depth/a = 7.
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Figure 6. Multiple scattering effects on apparent target strength of rigid sphere
near surface. Target Depth/a = 2.
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Figure 7. Multiple scattering effects on apparent target strength of rigid sphere
near rigid bottom. Target depth/a = 53.
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Figure 8. Multiple scattering effects on apparent target strength of rigid sphere
near hard bottom. Target Depth/a = 58.
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Figure 9. Effect of Fresnel terms on apparent target strength for rigid
cylinder with end caps. Target at center of duct and at beam aspect.
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APPENDIX

EQUATION DERIVATIONS
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A.1 FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

This appendix is a generalized version of equation derivations detailed by McDaid et al.
(1992). The general approach in solving this problem is to use a version of the Helmholtz Inte-
gral Equation that has been modified to account for the refractive acoustic environment in com-
bination with a so-called normal mode formulation of the acoustic propagation. The refractive
Green’s function is used to calculate the pressure incident on the wetted surface of the shell. The
baseline, free-field version of the Helmholtz Integral Equation is then used to calculate the pres-
sures and velocities on the wetted surface (equation A.6). Finally, the refractive version of the
Helmholtz Integral Equation is used to calculate the far-field scattered pressure (equation A.5).
The modal representation of the refractive Green'’s function (equation A.9) makes the problem
particuarly easy to formulate.

A.2 EXTERIOR HELMHOLTZ EQUATION FOR REFRACTIVE ENVIRONMENT

The formulation of the scattering problem for a shell in a refractive environment in which
the sound speed profile is horizontally stratified is straightforward, since it is so similar to the
equivalent problem in a uniform acoustic medium. The derivation of the relevant equations is
included herein for the sake of completeness, rather than as a demonstration of their novelty.
Throughout this work, the time dependence of the signals is assumed#b Bhae domain of
interest is a half spac¥, with a pressure release boundary condition at the suBaggzr. Let

the vectorsﬁfg and Fesg be the field and source points for the Green’s function for the following
boundary value problem

[V?:{fg T ATZ(ng)] G<ﬁfglﬁsg) = _6(éfg — ésg) inV |
G(R'fg‘ﬁsg) =0 on Sypper ,

and

oG
li — + kG| =0
Jim rol 2 + kG| =0,
whererg = H?{fg — I359|, andk(z,) = w/c(zg. The termry is the outward normal on the fluid
body at the shell surfacp. Note thati; = —ng, WhereﬁSh is the outward normal to the
elastic shell, and

e—ikl|Ryg= Rl

Ry sy f9lfiss) 47|R;y — R,y

This last equation is used to justify the use of the free-space Green’s function in equation (A.6)

as an approximation of G. Also note that the Green'’s function is symmetric, i.e.,
G(ngleg) = G(nglng)-

A-2



Let the vectorﬁfp and ﬁsp be the field and source points for the pressure in the following
boundary value problem

Vi, + K (21)] P(RpRep) = 0in V|

P(éfplﬁsp) =0 on SUPPER 3

VR, P(Rpp|R,y) - iy = FIP(Rp|Rp)] on S

and

wheret, = |T? — Red , Kz) = o/c(z.), andSy is the wetted surface of the elastic shell. The
p fp pr pr

functional relationshipF is used to embody the effect of the elastic shell. NoteZhat a
mapping between functions.

In the present example, Iﬁgp = I?{fg = I?ef. We then have the result

P(R;|Buy) [V, + 1 (z)] G(Ry|Ry) = G(Ry|Rey) [V, + K (z))] P(ByIRs) = 0,
and

P(By|Rop)V G(Fy|Ryy) — G(R;|Ryy) Vi, P(Rs|R,p) =0 (A1)
The following identities are useful in simplifying the foregoing expression:

Vi, - [P(Bf|R,,)VR,G(Rs|Ryy)] = Vi, P(Rs|R,,) - Vi, G(R;|Ry) +
P(R;|R,, )V, G(Ry|R,y) = 0

and

Vi, - [G(Rf|Ryg)V R, P(Ry|Ryp)] = Vi, G(Fy|Ryy) - Vi, P(Ry|R.p) +
(RfIRSQ)VH P(Ef|R,,) = 0.

Hence, equation (A.1) can be written in a simplified form as

Vi, - [P(Ry|Ry) VR, G(Bf|Ryy) — G(Ry|Rey)Vr, P(Rs|Ryp)] = 0.
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This expression can be integrated over the volume, which excludes the shell and its interior,
a tiny sphere of radiuscentered aRsp, and another tiny sphere or radausentered aRsg.
Since there are no sources in this volume, one has the result

/ Veg—Vep—Ven va ’ [P(R”Rsp)v}?fG(Rfleg)—

G(B¢|Rsg)V R, P(Rs|Ryp)ldV = 0.

This is readily converted into a surface integral of the form

S o PRV, GRS Rug) = GU ey Vi, PSR - (A2)

The integrals over the surfac@g andSp have particularly simple limiting forms. Note that

| ORIV r, GURS Ry - S

€g

Similarly, one has

[, GURs1R)Vr PRI Ry) - uds

Note also that

/S G(Ry|Ryy)Vr, P(Rs|Ryy) - it ndS

€g

P(R,,|R,, / Vi, G(R\R,,) it jdS

P(R.,|R.) [ ane) 2 E)]

—zks
[ 4W€ (—4k )}
dre 4W6

Q.)

GRo\Rey) [ Vi, PURf|Rsy) - 7 pdS

(R R —(ame) L5

A ¢ Oe " 4dme

G j% }_é 4 ) 'ke—zkc e—zkt
(i) [=tan) (- = )

IV, P(Bogl )| [ G| o) 7ipudS

P

S =]
IvaP(nglep>|—/ g ﬁflds

dre Jse,
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Similarly, one has

/S P(Ry|Ryy) VR, G(R | Ryy) - 7L pdS

€p

[
<
3’

Q

Rf!Rsp €- rl,fldS

= |V, G(Ry|R.y) |—/S & 7ipdS

€9

These four approximations are exact in the limit abrinks to 0. The surface integral can thus
be written as

P(§Sg‘é )_ (ﬂwu_%sq)

L L (A.3)
S VPRl By Vi, G R o) = Gt o)V i P (Bt o) - S = 0.
sh
The surface integral can thus be rewritten in terms of the shell normal as
P(R065|Rsp) = 'Y( obS|R6p) (A.4)

L [ ( shIRS‘p)vR s obs‘Rsh) (éobs‘fz’sh)vlishp(ésh'ﬁsp)] : ﬁshdsa

A change of notation can be invoked and the symmetry of the Green’s function can be used
to cast the problem into a form familiar to those working in scattering theory, such that

P(Rops| Rop) = G(Rops| Rsp)+

L L L L (A.5)
| 1P )V 0, G Bl o) = G B | (Bt Boy)] - S

whereRgps is substituted for the teriRg.

The interpretation of the above result is that the resulting field consists of the direct arrival
from the source, represented®yand a term scattered off the shell and represented by the sur-
face integrals over the shell surface.

A.3 EXTERIOR HELMHOLTZ EQUATION WITH REFRACTIVE ENVIRONMENT
AND LIQUID BOTTOM

In the case of a “liquid bottom,” one has essentially two different media with which to deal.
It is most correct to specify the propagation in terms of two Green’s functions, one for each of
the media. The Pekeris duct is a special case of this situation. In this section, we will use the
convention of calling these functiof®g andG, for the Green’s functions in the surface layer
and basement layer, respectively. The analysis for this case follows that of the single medium
very closely. The difference is that boundary conditions at the liquid-liquid interface must be
satisfied. These results are easily extended to the case of a multilayer liquid layer.
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The target will always be assumed to lie in the surface layer. An equation corresponding to
equation (A.2), but applying in the surface layer, is

PR\ R,V i, Gy(R,| R, ) —
/‘g€g+56p+ssh+Sb{ 1( f‘ p) Rfcl(Rf‘RSg)
Gl(Rflﬁ"‘g)vapl(ﬁf'Esp)} ‘ndS = 0.

The subscriptll refers to the outward normal on the surface layer at the interface, and the sub-
scriptb refers to the surface. Similarly, one has, for the field in the basement layer, the equation

[ P Ry Vi, Gl gl )~
Seg+Sep+S
Go( Ry | Ry VR, Po( By Ryp)] - L 512dS = 0.

The subscriptl2 refers to the outward normal on the basement layer. In the foregoing equations,
provision has been made for the possibility of the source and field points lying in either of the
two layers.

The two media are coupled through the acoustic boundary conditions which obtain at the
interface, i.e., the equality of stress

G1<§f|pjsy) = G2(éf!ﬁ8g) )
and the equality of normal velocities
vaGl(ﬁflésg) /ey = —VRfGQ(ﬁf|ﬁsg) /P2,
Similarly, the pressure fields satisfy the same boundary conditions
Pl(éfléss?) = P2(ﬁf|é89)
and the equality of normal velocities
Vi, Pu(Rs|Rey) - 7ipn/p1 = =V, Po(Ry|Ryy) - flpia/ p -

A complete treatment of the sound field would require that a number of cases be considered,
in accordance with the layers in which the source and field points lie. In this study, the most
important case (and the only one for which calculations will be done) is that one in which both

RsgandFgplie in the surface layer.

The equations for the pressures in the two media become as follows:

Pl(ﬁsglész)> - Gl(ﬁwiésg)“'
s [Pl(ﬁshlﬁsp>vH5,lG1(éshlésg) - Gl(éshlﬁsg)vRshpl(Rsh’Rsp)] ) ﬁflds +
sh

| PUBN RV 1, G (Rol o) = Gr( ol RV, Pu | )] - dS = 0.
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and the equality of normal velocities
/Sb[f’a(f?b|f?sp)VRbGz(ﬁb|R’sg) — Go(Bo|Ryy)V i, Po Ro|Boy)] - 7 512dS = 0.
Using the interface boundary conditions, one has
0= /Sb[g(éb|1%’3,,)va(;2(1%',,|1%59) — Gy Ry Rog)Vr, P By | B,y - 12 S

= [P Yn 22| GURIR) - G [Z2] TapFii) s
Sp 1

—ps L. L. Lo o ) 1
— 72—/5 [Pl(Rb|RsP)vaG1(Rb|ng) - Gl(Rble!])vaPl(Rblep)] . nflldé

If one substitutes this latter result into the equatiorPfothen one has the expected result,
which is equivalent to equation (A.3).

Pl (nglésp) - Gl(ésplﬁsg)_}’
/S (Pr(Bn| Bop) VR, Gi(Bo| Bog) = Gi(Ran| Bog) Vi, Pr (B | Rop)] - idS = 0.

By using the appropriate change of notation and invoking the symmetry of the Green'’s func-
tion, one arrives at an equation identical to equation (A.5).

A.4 SURFACE INTEGRAL EQUATION

In this case, perform the same analysis, except that orﬁsbehle on the surface of the shell.
In this case, one has the equation

I Lo
5P(RSQIRSP) = G(R,p|Rsg)+

/5 [P(Rob| Bop)V R, G (Bt Rog) — G(Ro| Roy)V i, P(Bon| Bop)] - fiandS .

It is this equation that must be solved in order to evaluate the pressure and velocity on the
surface of the shell. In the present instance, the approximation is used in which the free-field
propagation Green’s function is usedhin the integral, rather than the actual refractive Green'’s
function. Theforcingfunction,Gfde_Iisg) , for the integral equation is, however, the actual

refractive Green'’s function. More will be said regarding this approximation in section A.11. For
the sake of clarity, this integral equation can be rewritten in terms of the free-field Green'’s func-
tion G as

SP(R,|R.,) = G(Ry| Ry)+ (A.6)

S PR Ren) Vi, Gol Bon Bay) = Gol Bt Fog)V ey Pl )] - S
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If one denotes the inverse of the foregoing integral operator by the syngbpthen

P(B,,|R,,) = /S K(R

sg?

Ry Roy)G(R,,|R.)dS(R.)
or
P(Rsg|Rep) = Loy G(Roy|Ryy) -
A.5 NORMAL MODE REPRESENTATION OF PROPAGATION GREEN's FUNCTION

In the present study, two categories of stratified sound speed profiles have been considered.
In the first instance, an approximate solution has been found for the so-called “Pekeris” wave
guide. This environment consists of two fluid layers, each with a uniform density and sound
speed. The upper layer is finite in depth and is bounded above by a pressure release boundary.
The lower layer is an infinite half space. In the second instance, a multilayer environment is cho-
sen in which propagation exhibits convergence zone behavior. The sound speed is a continuous
function of depth. Within each layer, the square of the sound speed has a hyperbolic dependence
on depth. In the deepest layer, which is an infinite half-space, the sound speed has an asymptotic
limiting value of zero.

The propagation Green'’s function is a solution to the following boundary value problem
V3, + K (240)| G(Rpy| Ryy) = —6(Byy — Byy) in V

G(ﬁfgu—ésg) =0 on SUPPER >
: oG .
i ol + kG =0,
wherery is thehorizontalseparation distance betweﬁfgJ and ﬁsg In the case of a horizontally

stratified sound speed profile, it is convenient to solve the sound propagation problem in cylin-
drical coordinates. In those cases where the Green’s function can be represented as a series of
eigenfunction products or a residue series, without the inclusion of a branch line integral con-
tribution, one has

oo

1
Gy, 2slrer 22) = 1 30 HY (/R = X)G(zgl05=2,)
7=1
where the summation is over a discrete set of values of the (complex) separation parameter
wherer is thehorizontalseparation betweelﬁf andRs, and wherdg is a reference wave num-

ber. The choice of a value fly is dependent on the sound speed profile being considered in a
particular application.

In the present work, a standard notation will always be used when defining cylindrincal coor-
dinate systems. The depth coordirmawéll always be positive downward, & will point down.
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The radial coordinatewill be horizontal and the following subscripting notation will be used
for r and the horizontal radial unit vectéx

—

rreo=|(Ry = R) = [(Fy - ) - 2)e.| (A7)
and
& = (R = Ry) = [(Ry — ) &Jelfry, . (A-8)
The depth Green'’s functio, is further written as
Galzslzs; —A;) = Cj(27)d5(2s)

where the functiog;(2) is the j-th depth “eigenfunction.” The reason for temporizing with

regard to the name of the functignis that the series is actually a residue series in the cases of
certain sound speed profiles, and it is not clear if the functions should be considered an orthonor-
mal basis for the function space under consideration since they may not be integrable. The func-
tions¢g; have been chosen such thdD) = 0 andigj/dz= -1 forz= 0, where the depthis a

positive quantity and has a value of O at the surface.

By substituting this result into the original equation for the Green’s function, one has
Z’ o0
Glryszglrs zs) = 720 CiHGD (rJ k8 = ) 8i(21)5(2s) (A-9)
=1
The gradient of the Green’s function is given as

VG (rg, 2slrs, 25) = % S

6k — 1 (’“W} ¢i(z1)5(zs) + (A.10)
e (v - 0) & (i)

The horizontal radian unit vect@f points away from the source point, and the axial unit

vector€, points down, since hte sign convention will be thiatdepth, and hence, increases in
the downward direction (equations A.7 and A.8).

The expression for the surface pressure can hence be rewritten as
L, s
P(Bor gl Fop) = > CiLlyy {Héz)(rs,fﬁspv k§ — /\j)¢j(zsrf)} 9;(2sp) -

=1

Using the asymptotic representation of the Hankel function, one has

o " T & D) i . /
PllorslBp) = 73 Cillarg § | —pomee €7 VTN 005(500) 0 5(24p)
i=1 Ty ki — A



Let the location of the phase center of the scatterer be delﬁa;gsq centefNd let

— — —

70 tnc = Rphase center ~ Rsp - [(Rphase center — Rsp) : gz]gz

be the vector from the source point to the phase center of the target. Let

Tsrf = Rsrf - Rphase center — [(st' - Rphase cenier) . gz]gz

be the vector from the phase center of the scatterer to the surface point. The following approxi-
mation is used for large values of the horizontal range from the source point to the surface point,

I'srf-sp

— —
Tsrf 70 inc

Tsrf—sp = T0 inc + )

IFO inc’
wherery; . is the vector pointing from the source point to the phase center of the target, and
loinc = Moind- The pressure can be written approximately as
P(R ¢|Rs,) =

i ° 2 —ilro - 2_ N\ _nr —i(Fsr .70 ine k2 -
Z_‘:;Cj»csrf \I e~i(70 inc\/kg=A;=7/4) (Fory7atien/ kg Aj)(b]‘(zsrf) ¢j(2sp) )
]:

2
TTQ inc kO - /\j

An approximate “modal factorization” can be performed as follows:

(2 b ~ 2 s . 2\ . _ — Fsrf';[) inc 2_ .
Z Z CJ\J — e~ U0 ine\/K5— A, r/4)¢j(zsp)£5Tf {6 (*To P k2 /\])(ﬁj(zsrf)} 7
0 wnc ]

0 2 . /1.2
Z CJ 6——1(?“0 inc ko_)\]_W/Zl)gbj(zsp)Dj(T_';Tf) y (All)
TTQ inc kU - /\J

= fFO tnc /12
Dj(rsrf) = ‘Csrf{ ™0 inc ko =) (‘*srf)} . (All)

Equation (A.11) is simply the surface pressure that has been calculated by using CHIEF/MART-

SAM for the case of a point source Iocatecﬂ?@ Equation (A.12), on the other hand, is the sur-
face pressure that would be calculated by using the partial point source strength that is given by

i )

~srf) P
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rather than the entire source stren@flﬁ{sﬁﬁsp

Similar results can be obtained for the gradient of the surface pressure, i.e.,

) =
—i(ro inc\/kg— A= = -1 Torf 70 inc k2 -\,
C \' e )\ e (ro m /4)(f)j(2sp)V£srf { ( T0 imc \/O—)¢j(zsrf)} ’

e e}

= — - 1 2 . f12 _ o = N
VP(RsrfIHSP) = 1 Z CJJ 12—\ et 00 inev/Ro= ‘/4)¢j(2sp)VDj(rsrf) .
TTg inc Y0 T Aj

j=1
The errors in this expression &€L/rginc).

A.6 MODAL REPRESENTATION OF SCATTERED PRESSURE

By substituting equation (A.9) and equation (A.10) in equation (A.5), the two surface inte-
grals can now be evaluated in terms of quadratures involving the depth eigenfunctions. In partic-
ular, one has

/5 G(ﬁobs|ésh)vRshP(ésh|§sp) TigpdS = %ch¢j(zobs)rBj(R,obs7ﬁsp) )
- sh j:l

B]‘(ROf)S? RSP) = H(gZ)(Tobs—sh \/ k(Q) — /\j)¢j(zsh)6p(rshs Zsh’rspa Zsp) . ﬁshdS 5

Ssh.

andrgps_shis defined in accordance with the conventions of equations (A.7) and (A.8).

Similarly, one has

—

L P(R'Shlésp)vRshG(éobs|ésh) ' ﬁshds - Z C]¢] Zobs (éob37 Rsp) 5
sh
where

Aj(l%obsa ﬁsp) = P(ﬁsh,|ésp) k(2) - )‘]H(l)( (Tobs sh\/ k )¢](~sh)ardg’+‘

Ssh
/S P(ésh|é5p)H(§2)(710bs—sh\/ ké - /\_j)QZ/);-(Zsh)O(ZdS R
JIsh

and where thex’s are given in terms of the uribrizontalradial vector and the unit vertical
depth vector as

Il
AT

Oy nsh 9
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and

— —
Qy = €z " Ny .

It is clear from equations (A.4) and (A.10) that the radial unit vector mustgeayfrom

obs-

—

R

The following asymptotic approximations of the Hankel function and its derivative are used
in the calculations (equations 9.2.4 and 9.1.28 of Abramowitz & Stegun (1964))

2 )
HD(2)($) ~ a2 6—1(1:—7r/4)

TT

2 :
H(’)m)(l.) ~ —1 ;r_; 6—-1(1‘—7r/4)'

The field at the observation point can, hence, be written as

9’

where

P(R., u%) G(é o[ B+
- o o (A13)
Z obs (Rob57 Rsp) - Bj(Robsa Rsp)] .

The interpretation given to the above equation is that the pressure field at trié)oggdlmsists
of the arrival fieldG, which has not been scattered by the target, and of an arrival scattered by
the shell and represented by the linear combinations of the BpanslA.

Using the approximate modal factorization, one has

()

obsv sp) — Z CI = C-i(TO e kgﬁ/\l_ﬂ-/‘l)qsl(zsp)
TT0 incy\/ k% - )\l

{ s, TsTf k — A H(IJ(Z( obs—sh\/kgL_-)T;)Qsj(Zs}L)ardS%—
/ STf HO ( Tobs— sh\/k—2j)\-j)¢;(25h)(}zd5’} s

mylt

Aj(

or

2

o0 2 A 5
Z Cl 6_7'(70 inc\/ k()_/\l)¢l(zsp)
=1 TTro inc\/kQ — )‘l

/SSh D7y g e~ To0e —shAJRZ=);) [ i ki — Njdilzsn)ar + (ﬁ}(zsh)az dsS .

AJ(RObs7 Rsp) = VC”"/’lewr/zt
! TTobs—sh
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Let

— — —

Tobs = Rphase center Robs - [(Rphase center — Robs) )

be the vector from the field point, where the scattered pressure is being calculated, to the phase
center of the scatterer. Use the approximation

. Fsrf : FO obs
T =70 obs +

IFO obsl ’
wherer .. = [Fond to get the result
3 o 7 _ 5
A‘(Robs?Rs ) = _617"/4617\’/4
J P/ =y Wrobs—sh\/m

o 2 '
Z Ol 6—1(To incm)gbl(z-ﬂ”)
=1 TTTro incm

/Sh Dl(Fsrf)e—i(Tobs-—sh\/k(Q)_/\J) [—iw/k[% — )\jqﬁ]’(zsh)ar + (ﬁ;(zsh)az ds .

This result can be written with simplified notation as

Aj(égbs’ ﬁs?ﬁ) = 16i”/4€i7r/4 2 e~ Uro obsm)
TTQ obs k )\]

Z Cl 6—1(7‘0 tnc\/kg“)\l)qsl(zsp)Ejl(gO incy éb obs) y
TTQ inc

where
Ejl(EO incs é’0 obs) -

- _M_ /12 _ )
Lm Dl(r-srf) 170 obs! k A7) (—z\/ k‘g — )\jgﬁj(zsh)ar + ¢;(Zsh)a2> dS

Similar approximations can be found for the tens

B. (ﬁ R‘ p) . 7 z~r/4 z"r/4 2 e__l'(TO obs\/‘
i 7o obs\/ kg — A;
Z plél sp e_i(m ey kg_/\l)
TTQ inc - /\l

rf 70 obs _ — i .
/S 7o obs] & )¢]( )VDI("?srf,) . ﬁshds 5
sh
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or

— —

Bj(RObS’ RSP) = Eeiﬂ'/‘ieiﬂ'/li 2 e_i(TO obsm)
TTo obs k /\]

4

i 2 . 7 - .
> Cl¢l(zsp)J eHro e/ Ko M E4 (80 ines €0 obs) »
=1

— .2
T incy\/ 1'”0 - /\l

where
Fjl(go ncy gO obs) =

._Tﬂ_g_b_ kz /\ R
/S ¢ ol VR4 (2 YV D7) - TandS
sh

The scattered pressure (equation A.13) can be rewritten as
P( obissp) - obs’Rsp)+

L in/a in/4 Z Z 2 o= i(r0 ober/R3—N;) 2 o=ilro incr/k2— M)
44 J=11=1 \ TTg obsy/ kG — A;

Cjcl¢j(zobs)¢l(zsp)[Ejl(go incHy é‘0 obs) - Fjl(go incy é‘0 obs)] .

It is the quantitiefj|(é’0 inc' €0 obs) @Nd Fi (€ inc € obs) that are the fundamental scattering

coefficients which must be calculated. The analogue of a target strength, call it the “cross-modal
target strength,” or the “inter-modal target strength,” can be written as

Tq [ jl(PO incs é‘0 obe) Fjl(gﬁ) ey 80 obs)]/[¢j(zphase center)cz)l(z'phase center)] .

The equation for the scattered pressure can thus be written as
P( obSIRsp) = ( obS|RszJ)+

2 ~ 2 A
— 7'T/4 27r/4 E § ’_2(7'0 obs kg_/\]) —t(ro inc\/ kz_/\l)
14" 1111J7rr0 b\/k2—/\-e Jwr ot /k2 — A\ ’ 0
obs 0 7 0 inc 0 [

Cjcl¢j(zobs)¢l(zsp)¢j(thase center)¢l(zphase center)TSjl .
A.7 NUMERICAL APPROXIMATIONS

In the version of the CHIEF/MARTSAM software to be used, an approximation is to be used
in which surface elemen$, are assumed to have constant pressure and normal velocity. In this
casepB andAj, appearing in equation (A.13) have the following representations:

Bin(Roys, B, = / 2 i)
n 008 s — >
' o (Tobs sh\/kgh—)\;)

¢j(zsh)vp(rsha Zsh|7'sp-, Zsp) ’ ﬁshdS .
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This can be rewritten approximately as

Bjn(Robs: Rsp) = VP(T'S}”H Zshnirspa Zsp) : ﬁshn 6i7r/4

5 .
/ e—l(Tobs-Sh m)¢ '(Zsh)dS
n \J W(Tobs—sh\/m) J

- —iwanneir/4QU]n )

The total expression fd; is

N
obsaR ) - —iwe2ﬁ/4 Z pn‘/n(}{sp)ijn(Robs) .

n=1

B;(

T
]
=

In the case of the coefﬁcien@@ one has

Ajn(éobsa Esp) -

5D 2y d 2
«fSn P(R‘shu%s]j) ko /\] { Z\/W(Tobs—sh\/kg"/\ﬂe

= — —1|(Tobs—sh\/k2—A;)—7 /4]
fST" P(RSh|Rsp>\/7r(Tobs—sh2m) ¢ 1: b ' i ] ] ¢;(ZS}L)O{Z(IS '

This can be rewritten as

_i[(w’s‘s" v ké_ki)—w/‘i} } bi(zsn)ordS+
YI\~sh T

Ajn(]?obsa 1%3;7) = / P(ﬁsh[ﬁsp)e_i [(Tobs-—sh m)_WPI] 9
v 7r(robs—sh\/—kg—H)\j)
[‘—i\/ﬂéj(zsh)ar + </5;‘(Zsh)a2]d5 .

As before, this again can be rewritten in the approximate form

AnFases ) = PUR| i)™ [ mi0mn /BT J ’
n ﬂ'(robs—sh\/kg - /\j)
=iV \sizaa + 6z dS
= Pe™Qun
The total expression fa is

N
Aj (R, Ryp) = ™37 Pl Ryp)Qpin (Bobs) -
n=1
There is a rough correspondence between the coefficﬁig(lﬁgbs I?esp) andAj(TQobs ﬁsp) and

the coefficient®8; andAg as used in the formulation of the baseline CHIEF/MARTSAM soft-
ware. That correspondence is as follows:
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and

—ikR

— — [
A (Rops, Hsp) <= 7

Aff(;I,', n) .

A noteworthy difference between the baseline version of the CHIEF/MARTSAM software
and the case of the refractive environment is that in the latter case, one cannot extract a simple
factor which will account for the propagation loss of the scattered wave away from the shell.

The expression for the total resulting field generated by the source in the presence of bound-
aries and the shell is hence written as

P(éobs|é5p) = G(éobs‘ésp) + Pscat(éobslﬁsp)

where the contribution of the scattering from the sliigls, is written as

L. P S
Pscat(Robissp) = 761”/4 Z Cj¢j(20b3 Z P QPI” + ZLU Z pn QL]n( )
4 ot

The order of summation (imandj) has been written arbitrarily in the foregoing equation.
An issue that must be resolved in the course of the study is the determination of which order of
summation is more computationally efficient.

The quadratures can, in turn, be represented as weighted sums of values of the integrands,
since a Gaussian quadrature procedure will be used. The terms can hence be rewritten as

2 —(r N/ K2 =)
ijn - Ln k? gy € (Tobs—sh ko \])d)j(zsh)ds
( obs—sh 0 .7)

M"E
= E an rynmJdzjnm

whereW,hm is a set of Gaussian quadrature weights, and where

2 : 3
frjnm — 6_2(7'obs—sh ko_)‘]) ,
W(robs—sh\/ kg - /\])

and

fzjnm = ¢j(zsh) .
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For the sake of simplicity, the obvious dependenagyafshandzp on the indicesn andn
has been suppressed. Similarly, one has that

' 2
ijn = / e_’(robs-shM)\l 2
Sn

W(robs-sh kg - /\])

(=i /kS — X9 (zen)ar + QS;(zsh)az]dS
M

n
= § an rinmJrzjnm »

i=1

where

szJ'”m = —1 V ké - /\j@/]'(zsh)a'r + ¢_,7'(Zsh)az .
A.8 PEKERIS WAVEGUIDE

In the case of this environment, a surface liquid layer of depth h lies over a liquid half-space
having different acoustic properties. The specific form of the sound speed profile chosen as a
function of depthz, is

. w2 0 <z<h
K (z19) = { \uzjcé ifh<z

The density is also nonuniform, i.e.,

. . P1 ]fOSZSh
”(”‘g)_{ py ifh<z

In the upper layer (i.e., for & z < h), the pressure field can be written in terms of the sum
of a residue series and a branch line integral. In the present study, the branch line integral is
ignored and the field is approximated as the sum of the terms of the residue series. The explicit
form of the series is given as

: : U (2) 2 2
Lol —g X osinayzggsin oz HyV (ry [k — of)
G(Ryg|Rsg) = Z :

k2(1—n? . )
2h j=1 1 — le—L(-—n—)% sin® a;htan ok
h a; o) J J

where

and where the termg = ocj2 are poles ofs which are located at values satisfying the dispersion
relation

ah

bW = n2) — (ah)

tan(ah) =
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In the foregoing equations, the subsciipéfers to the properties of the upper layer and the
subscripb refers to the properties of the lower layer. The tierms the reference wave number
mentioned previously, i.ek; = kg. Furthermore, only the real solutions of the dispersion relation
are to be considered in the present instance. The complex solutions will correspond to nonpropa-
gating modes which decay exponentially.

In the nomenclature developed in the foregoing sections, one has that

; -1 .
¢;(z) = — sin(e;2) ,

Q;

The foregoing mode shape can be cast into a form that is particularly useful for interpreting
the inter-modal target strengths defined previously. Specifically, note that

i(2) = [ei(am _ e—i(aﬂ)] .

2105

The partial source strength used for the calculatidd iof equation (A.12) is thus
i Ter f70 inc kg_/\j
SR g ) =

. - - Ter £°70 . - - Ter f70 in
—1 ez(\/AJrsrf-ez—H\/kg—A]) B 6—1(\/x75rf'fz+*i‘[—cw/k(2,—/\g)‘|

Qi\/fj

T0 tnc

’

where use has been made of the relationship

—

Zsrf = Tsrf " €

133

This result is equivalent to having the target ensonified by two free field waves, one of which is
traveling in an upward direction and the other of which is traveling in a downward direction.
The depression/elevation angigepression/elevatiohS diven by the expression

COS(adepression/elevation) =V 1 - )‘]/k(2) .

A.10 COORDINATE SYSTEM COORDINATION

The formulations of the propagation and structural problems each lend themselves to expres-
sion in a particular coordinate system. The systems are cylindrical, in the case of the propagation
problem, with the origin lying at the surface of the water and Cartesian, in the case of the struc-
tural problem, with the origin lying somewhere inside of, or on, the surface of the shell. The car-
tesian coordinates to which reference is made for the structural problem are called, in the current
CHIEF/MARTSAM usage, “global coordinates.” This distinguishes them from the “local coor-
diantes,” which are used in the individual finite elements. The assumption is made #at the
axis lies along the axis of symmetry of the body being considered, Eimelx3 axes are chosen
such thais points in the vertical downward direction, lies in the horizontal plane, and the set
forms a right-handed triad. In the case of the cylindrical systera,dberdinate (depth) is taken
to be a translated versionxafin the Cartesian system. The radial variable in the cylindrical sys-
tem is given by the expression
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r = x/;v%+x% .

An aximuthal angle variablg, is needed to specify the aspect of the shell relative to the
field point location (source or receiver). The convention chosen is the one currently used by the
CHIEF/MARTSAM software to specify target aspect relative to an incident plane wave. A
second angle (elevation) is ignored in this study since it is not particularly useful in the context
of a refractive environment.

Given the cartesian coordinates, ko, X3) of a point on the wetted surface of the shell, then
the cylindrical coordinates of that point (relative to the field point) are given as

r o= \/(:cl — T COS Pog)? + (22 — 7o SIn Pgq)?

= Z()+.T3,

0
l

whererg is the cylindrical range from the field point to the origin of the Cartesian syzjésn,

the depth (in the cylindrical system) of the origin of the Cartesian systemp,@igdthe aspect

of the target relative to the line joining the field point andxhaxis of the cartesian coordinate
system. In previous sections (A.8 and A.9), it is equation (A.14) that is used to calculate coordi-
nates for use in the generation of coefficients for use in equation (A.6) and equation (A.13).

A.11 APPROXIMATIONS IN SURFACE PRESSURES AND VELOCITIES

A particular approximation is used in the calculation of the surface pressures and velocities
that is justified in the particular cases that will be of interest in the present study. The residue
series representation of the propagation Green'’s function has regions in depth and range for
which it does not converge. While these regions are not important from the standpoint of the
calculation of the incident pressure from a distant source and the far-field scattered pressures,
they are important from the standpoint of the solution of the integral equation defining the sur-
face pressures and velocities on the excited shell. It was deemed reasonable to use the free-field
propagation Green’s function in the calculations involved in solving the integral equation. The
heuristic justification derives from the notion that the distances between points on the shell are
much smaller than their distances from corresponding points on the image shell, and also from
the notion that refractive effects at these distances will be relatively small. This approximation
can also be cast into the form of a low-order term in a proposed sequence of approximations to
the actual solution. This sequence is developed in the following analysis. Write the differential
equation for the Green’s function in the form

LG)=6—-06_,

where the differential operatdr represents the wave equation in a refractive environment that
includes not only the half-space in question, but also for an image half-space above, i.e., the
composite medium has a sound speed profile that is symmetric in depth about the depth origin in
the actual medium. In addition, the terénandd__ represent sources at the actual source point
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and at the image source point above the surface, respectively. The change in sign for the image
point presence of a pressure release boundary as opposed to a rigid boundary.

The foregoing equation can be rewritten in terms of a wave operator for a uniform medium
and a residual operator embodying the depth-dependent speed of sound. The result is

(Lo+6L)G=6—6_

where L is a differential operator for an approximate uniform mediumdah@mbodies the
refractive effects of the nonuniform sound speed profile. This equation is written in a somewhat
more convenient form as

LoG=6—6_—6LG .
Using the inverse operatd@sy, one has the result that
GooLoG=Ghob—Goob_ —GyodLG,
where the implied integration is over the entire domain of definitida afid’ .
From the definition of5g, one has the problem cast into the following integral equation:
G =Gy — Gy — Gy o 6LG. (A.15)

The problem of solving for the Green’s function is hence cast into the form of solving the
foregoing problem. Under certain circumstances, the problem can be solved by the method of
Picard iteration. Hence, one generates a sequence of approxim@tigns, the functiors with
the hope that the sequence converges to the desired function. Specifically, one st&gandth
Go_and one constructs the sequence

G{l] = GO - Go_ - GO 0 6£G0
G[z] = vao — GO— — GO (6] (SﬁG[l]

G[n+1] = Go—Go-—Ggo 5£G[n}

This sequence of approximations to the Green’s function will, under certain circumstances
(unknown at this point), converge. It will, for no particularly good reason, be assumed to con-
verge. In this context, the approach to be used in the current study can be thought of as the 0-th
order approximation. While the higher order approximations have not been used in this study,
the value of this formulation is that it provides a constructive approach for calculating each term
of the sequence.

A variant of the lowest order approximation which is of particular interest is

GY[O’}(R.Obs‘R’sp) - GO - GO—-
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This approximation will capture important multiple scattering effects for a target near the pres-
sure release boundary.

A.12 APPROXIMATE MULTIPLE SCATTERING GREEN’'S FUNCTION FOR
SURFACE INTEGRAL EQUATION

The Surface Integral Equation calls for the use of the full refractive Green’s function for use
in the kernel. Difficulties with a convenient representation suggest the use of simpler, approxi-
mate forms. A method for partially implementing the approximate scheme in the previous sec-
tion is detailed here.

Let the vectorﬁfIO and I?Qsp be the field and source points for the Green’s function in the fol-
lowing free-space boundary value problem

(Vh,, + k)Go(RpylRyy) = 0in V
and
G —— + thoGol =0,
whererp = [Ry, — Rsd ko = 0/,
In the present example, I8}, = Ry, = R;. We then have the result
Go(Ry|Rop) (Vi + K (2))G(Ry | Ryy) — G(Rf|Rop)(V, + k2)Go( Ryl Rep) = 0,
or

Go(Rs|Rop) Vi, G(Rs|Re) — G(Ry|Rey)Vh Gol(Ry|Ryp) +
(K*(z;) — k2)Go(By| Ryp)G(Es|Ryy) = 0 .

(A.17)

The following identities are useful in simplifying the foregoing expression:

Vi, [Go( Ry Rp) VR, G(Rs|Bop)l = Vi, Go(By|R,p) - VR, G(Rf|Ryy) +
Go( Ry Ryp)VE G(Fs[Ry) = 0,
and
Vi, - [G(Rf|Ry) Vi, Go(Bs|Ry)) = Vi, G(RylR,,) - Vir,Go(Ky|R,,) +
G(R¢|Rsy)VE, Go(Bf|Rsp) =
Hence, we can reqrite equation (A.17) in a simplified form as
Vr,  [Go(Bs|Ry) VR, G(Rs|Ryy) — G(R;|Rsy)Vr,Go(Rs|Rsp)) +
(K?(2) — kg)Gol(lif| Rop) G( R | Ryy) = 0.
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A variant of the lowest order approximation which is of particular interest is

/v—vcg—vep {va [GolFs|f2y) V r, G(Fy| Rag)

G(Ry|Ryg)V i, Go( Byl Rep)] + [ (2) = k)Gol By Rop) G (IR Biy) b dV = 0.
This is readily converted into a surface integral of the form

Go(£4|R,,) VR, G(Rf|Ryy) — G(R,|R R\ R, -7
~/~;eg+5ep+SUPPER+SLOWER [ 0( f’RSp) RfG(Rf(RSQ) G(Rfleg)vaGO(RfIRSP)] nfldS

+ [k(zf) — k& Go( By | Ry,)G(Ry| Ryy)dV = 0,

V—Veg=Vep
(A.18)

whereny is the outward unit normal to the fluid.

The integrals over the surfac@g andSp have been particularly simple limiting forms.
Note that

/S GO(RfIESp)VRJG(Eflésg) ’ 7:L‘flds = GO(ESgIESP)/S vaG(ﬁflésg) ’ ﬁfldS

B Go(ﬁsg!ﬁﬂ’) {—(47\’62)_8% (e"ikg)}

dre

= GolRliy) [—(m?) (~A - )]

dre 47re?

Similarly, one has

[ GURSB) Vi, Gol Ry Ry - ipdS = GlFly) [ Vi, GolRy|Roy) - 7ipudS

€p

| . B , a 6—ikc
= G(Rslesg) _(471—6 )&( dme )

5 ' e—ike e—ikc
) [_(47r6 ) (_Zk dre 477'62)}
).

= G(R

sp| Flsg
spl Rsg
Note also that

/S G(Ry|Rog)) VR, Go( s |Ryy) - TipdS = |Vr,Go(BylRyp)| | G(Rs|R,)E - 7ipdS

g
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Similarly, one has

/9 Gol( By Rep)) VR, G(Ry|Ryy) - ipdS = |V, G(Rop|Bog)| | GolFs|Ryp)E - 7ipdS

JSeq

. sl L
= Vi, G(Rap|Rog)|— /S &7 pdS

dre

= 0.

These four approximations are exact in the limi alrinks to 0. The surface integral can
thus be written as

GO(ESQiﬁsp) - G(ésp'ésg)+
/ [GD(EUPPER|R’SP)VRUPPERG(-I_E’UPPER‘Esg) —
JSUPPER
G(RUPPERIRS!])VRUPPERGO(RUPPER|R3p)] : ﬁf}ds -+ (Alg)
/ [C;’U(R’LOWER|R'SP)VRLOWERG(I%LOWERIEsg) -
SLOWER

G(Rrowsr| Rs)V RyowpnGol Rrowr| Byp)) - 7 pdS = 0.

The surface integral can thus be rewritten as

Go(Fsgl Rop) = G(Rop|Bsg)~
/, (Go( Boppur| Re)V Ryppes G(Rupper| Rey) -
SuPPER
G(RuppEr|Rsg)VRyppprGol BuPPER| Rsp)] - fLs1dS (A.20)
_/ [GO(ELOW’ER|ésp)vRLOW'ERG(éLOW"ER‘ésg) -
SLoWER

G(éLOWERlﬁsg)vRLoWERGO(R‘LOWER ésp)] -1 pdS.

A change of notation can be invoked, and the symmetry of the Green’s function can be used
to cast the problem into a form familiar to those working in scattering theory

Yo( Bops| Rsp) = G Rops| Rsy)—
/SUPPER[GO(EUPPERlésp)VRuppmG(éobs |Ruppir) —
G(é‘?bs|éUPPER)vRUPPEHGO(ﬁL7PPER’ésp)] fipdS
- [Go( Rrow Rl Bep)V iy owen G (Rovs| RLower) —

SLOWER

G(Eobs\RLOWER)VRLOWERGO(ﬁLov@'ER’ﬁsp)] -7 dS
+ [ 02 (z) = k)Gol Ry Ry Gy By
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whereRgps is substituted for the teriRg.

Go( Bops| Bop) = G(Rops| o)~
/ [GO(éUPPERlR'SP)VRUPPERG(EObS‘R'UPPER)} ' ﬁﬂds
SUPPER

+ [ [V RyowsnGo( BLow gr| Rep) G(Bobs| RLow r)] - 7 dS
SLOWER

— —

+ [ (8 (20) = ) Gol gl Ry Gy | Rog)dV
or

G(éobs I}—?:sp) = Go(éobs|ﬁsp)+

/S [Go(éUPPERfﬁsp)VRUppERG(ﬁobs|éUPPER)] -1isdS
UPPER B B L » (A.21)
- [VRiowsrGo( Row Er| Rsp) G(Robs| Rower)] - 7 id S

SLOWER

— [ (1) = B)Go( Byl Ry Gy o)V

Consider the special case of a uniform environment with a pressure release upper surface and
a rigid lower surface. The foregoing equation thus becomes

Go(éobsl[’)jsp) - G(ﬁobs|ﬁsp)‘
/ﬁ [GO(R’UPPER{R'sp)vRﬂG(ﬁobsIELTPPER)] -fiyppERrdS
SUPPER

+ [VRf,Go(ﬁLOWER[ésp)G(éobs|éLovv'ER)] - iLowERdS.

SLowER

This equation can also be written in terms of image sources as follows
GO(RO["JRSP) = G(Rf’bS{RSP) + GO(EobSIéSP upper ima!}e) - Go(ﬁobs’f{tsiﬂ lower image) ) (A22)

whereRsp imageis the location of the image of the source point above the pressure release sur-
face.

A special set of coordinates will be chosen with the origin at the phase center of the target.
The pressure release surface will havzecaordinate ofpper and the lower rigid boundary
will have az-coordinate oy ower Using equation (A.22), the Green’s function (equation A.21)
is hence written approximately as follows

e—zkiH/ObS_HSPI 6_ik|f{ob5_]£sp upper zmage!

G[O'](f_éobs|}_ésp) = - +

—

47T|Robs - Rspl 4”Tl‘Robs - Rsp upper imagcl

I ~
G“ZklRobs‘Rsp lower zmagcl

(A.23)

bl

47T|Robs - Rsp lower image|
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where

|Robs - Rsp‘ - \/(:Eobs - :Esp)z + (yob.s - ysp)2 + (Zobs - Zsp)Z )
lRobs - Bsp upper zmagct - \/(xobs - l'sp)z + (yobs - ysp)2 + (Zobs - (2ZUPPER - ’::.5;0))2 ’

and

|Robs - Rsp lower image| = \/(xobs - xsp)Z + (yobs - ysp)2 + (Zobs - (QZLOWER - Zsp))2 .

It is equation (A.23), which is an implementation of equation (A.16), that is used in plage of
in the Surface Integral Equation (A.6).

An alternative, which is valid only for the approximati@to/](_ﬁzobsjﬁsp, is to use an image

target with the pressure and velocities being of opposite sign to those of the true target. Equa-
tion (A.6) can be manipulated as follows to yield a form that is particularly easy to implement:

lp o
[ PR RV, Gion( Bt ay) = Grog Rl g Vi, PRt o) - S

or

P<é59]ésp) = G+(é8p‘ésg) - G—(R’sp image’ﬁsg)‘*’

[ P Rp) Vi, Gol R Bag) = Gl Bt Bog) Vi PUBop | Ry - S —
sh

&

Lo PRI BV, Gal fan ag) = Gol Ronl Boy)V sy PRt Bip)] - ndS

sh 1mage

where the function§ (T?Sersg and G_(T?Sp imagﬁsg are the source terms (Green'’s functions) for

the environments which have the sound speed profile reflected up above the pressure release sur-
face, i.e., a mirror image environment lying above the surface.

The specific computer implementation would be as follows. Solve two separate problems
and add the solutions:

P(nglﬁsp) = P+(Esg|ﬁ8p) - P—(ésg|é8p) )

5 Pa(Bg| Bop) = Gy (Rop| Bg) +

sh.Rsp VR hG()(ﬁ |é g) - G0(§5h|ésg)vR hP+( sthsp)] . 7_ishds -

shlésp)vRshGO(éshlﬁsg) - GO(éshIésg)vHshP+(1§shIR’sp)] : ﬁshds

sh image
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P_(Roy|Rop) = G_(Rap image| Rug)+
/S” [P_(ésh|ésp)vRshGO(é.s/z,|ﬁsg) - GO(Rshléw)vRshP—(EShIESP)] TapdS —
| PRl R Vi, Gol Rl Rig) = Gol Rl gV P (R | )] ndS

A separate target must be placed at the target image location, and the appropriate change in
sign must be made in its contributions to the integral equation. It may require reprogramming the
integral equation solver in CHIEF to put in this change of sign. Since the “imaging” effect is
only due to the particular representation used for the propagation Green’s function, no software
changes should be needed with respect to the usage of the elastic target effects. Note that the

driving functions for the equation§a+(_l)?sp|§sg and G_(_F)QSID imaglﬁsg’ are Green’s functions for

the reflected environment, rather than for the original half space; thus, care must be taken to use
the original modes correctly when the target and source are not in the same half-space.

From symmetry considerations, one has that
P—}-(ngl}{sp) = _p—(}_é&q image‘ész)) :

This means that one need only solve one of the two foregoing integral equations and then cor-
rectly combine the solution for the true target with the solution at the appropriate image points of
the image target in order to get the full solution.

A.13 SPECIAL PARTIAL SUMS OF INTEREST

Equation (A.22) can be rewritten, for the case wherein the effect of the upper surface is to be
neglected, as follows:

G(éobs’ésp) = GO(ﬁobs‘ésp)
- [V Go Brow zr| Rop) G (Rops| RrowEr)] - irow prdsS.

SLOWER

Note that the equation has now been cast into the form of a fixed point problem. In the event
that the right-hand side is a contraction mapping and that one can locate a starting point in the
domain of attraction of the fixed point, then a candidate solution technique is Picard iteration. In
particular, the problem then becomes equivalent to the following sequence of problems:

G[l] (éobslésp) = GO(éobslésp)

- [V, Gol RrowEr| Rep) Gol Boss| Rrower)] - firow srdS |
JSLOWER

and

G[ﬂ(ﬁéObS'éb’P) = GO(ﬁobslﬁsp)
—/ [vRﬂGO(ELOWERlésp)G[l](éobs|éLOWER)] “MrowerdS.
SLOWER
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The n-th iteration is given by

G Rops| Rsp) = Gol Rovs| Bsp)

-/ [VR,,Go(RLOWERIRsp) =g obs|RLOWER)J'ﬁLOWE‘RdS-
SLOWER

Use is to be made of equation (A.22), which can be rewritten (neglecting the upper surface) as

G(E«?bslésp) - ( ObgiRsp) + GO( obs’Rsp lower 1maJe) -

The foregoing equations yield the result

G(éobslésp) = GO(éobsfﬁsp)
~ 10w onl VR Gol RLowsr|Rsp) {Go(éobs|éLOWER)+
GO(éobs imagel-éLOWE'R)}] : ﬁLOWE}?dS 5

so the first iterate is given as

G[l](ﬁobsiésﬁ - ( _'obs|1:ésp)
—/ [VR,,Go(RLOWER|Rsp)Go (Ross| Rrowsr)) - inowprdS
SLOWER
= GO obissp)
1

5 [vR,lG0<R’LOWER;EW>G(EM|fz’wm)1 iiLowsrdS
SLOWER

- CO( obs,Rsp) + CO( obs lower image’ésp) .
The second iterate is given by

G[Z ( obs|Rsp) — GO(éobslﬁsp)

- {vnﬂ GO(éLOWERIEsp)G[I] (éobs lﬁLOWbH)} ' ﬁLOWERdS
SLOWER

- CO obs’Rsp)
. . L 1 .
- VR, Go(Rrowsr|fsp)Go( Robs| Bsp) + 5 Go( Robs tower im

JSLOWER

— - 1 = - 1 >3
- GO(Robs|Rsp) + iGO(Robs lower image|Rsp) + ZGO(Robs lower tmage

The n-th iterate has the simple form

. 1
G[ ] obs!Rsp = {Z 2_} obs lower zmagP‘Rsp)
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or

- - "1 o -
G[n](Robs‘Rsp) = {Z —} GO(Robs|Rsp lower im‘age) .

J
=02

Alternatively, equation (A.22) can be rewritten, for the case wherein the effect of the lower
surface is to be neglected, as follows:

G(Robs.ésp) = GO(éobs|ésp)+
/' [GO(ELfPPb'Riésp)va[G( éobs’éUPPERn : ﬁUPPERdS .
SurPPER
Note that the equation has now been cast into the form of a fixed point problem. In the event
that the right-hand side is a contraction mapping, and one can locate a starting point in the
domain of attraction of the fixed point, then a candidate solution technique is Picard iteration. In
particular, the problem then becomes equivalent to the following sequence of problems:
G Rons| Rop) = Gol Rops] Hop)+
/Suppm [GG(RUPPERIEW)VR,ZGo(éobs|ﬁUPPER)] “nypperdS

and

G[2](Robs|é5p) = GO(EObS‘éSp)+
/~ [GO(R*UPPER}R‘SP)VRf{G[I](EOb'*IEUPPEH)] . ﬁUPPERdS .
SuPPER

The n-th iteration is given by

G[n](EObS’ﬁSP) - GO(éobs’E‘sp)+
/ [GO(EUPPERlésp)VRf,G[n_[](ﬁobs|éUPPER)] -fyppErdS .
SuPPER

Use is to be made of equation (A.22), which can be rewritten (neglecting the upper surface)
as

=

G(éobslésp) = Go(ﬁobslésp) - GO(Robslésp upper image) .

The foregoing equations yield the result

G(éobs‘ﬁsp) = GO(éobs|ésp)
+ fSUPPER[valGO(RUPPERIEsp) {Go(éobs’éUPPER)_

GD(ﬁobs image;RUPPER)}] ) ﬁUPPERdS 3
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so the first iterate is given as

G[I](ﬁobs‘ésp) = ( qobslﬁsp)

+ [VRI,OO(RUPPFR|Rsp)GO( Rops| Rupper)] - AuppprdS
SuPPER
— GO( obs|R5p)
1
+-= VR, Go(RUPPERIRsp)G obisUPPER)] - fiyppERdS

2 JSyppEr

= G0<fRobs|R‘sp) - iGO(ﬁobs upper imagelﬁsp) .

The second iterate is given by

~ v

G[2l(éobs[ésp) - GO(EObSIFBSp)
+ [VRf,GO(ﬁl]PPF}Rlﬁsp)GM(éobsléUPPER)] -fypperdS
SUPPER

— CO( obissp)
. . L 1 . .
+ (Ve Go(Rupper|Rsp) Go( Rops | Rep) — iGO(Robs wpper image | Fsp)] - TupPERAS

SUPPER

1 4
- GO( obs‘Rsp) - "GO(Bobs‘ upper zmaJe|Rsp) EGO(Robs upper image|Rsp) .

The n-th iterate has the simple form

nl/ D D D D — 1 o
G[ ](Robs|Rsp) - GO(Robs‘Rsp) - {Z ()_} CO(Robs upper i'mage'Rsp) 9

or

nl/ D r 5 D i 1 v o 23
G[ ](Robs‘Rsp) = GO(Robissp) - {Z 2J} GO(RobsiRsp upper imagc) .

j=1

This final equation ends the supporting analysis for the main body of the report.
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